BEFORE THE TENNESSEE REGULATORY AUTHORITY

NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE
June 27, 2002

IN RE: )
GENERIC DOCKET TO ESTABLISH ) DOCKETNO.
UNE PRICES FOR LINE SHARING PER | ) 00-00544
FCC 99-355, AND RISER CABLE AND ) S
TERMINATING WIRE AS ORDERED )
IN TRA DOCKET 98-00123 )

ERRATUM OF APRIL 3,2002 FIRST INITIAL ORDER

The Authority entered an order on April 3, 2002 in the above-styled docket Due to an ’

inadvertent error, the order was incorrectly titled as the “First Imtlal Order 7 In addltron a‘f L

clerical error appears in footnote 97.

Accordingly, the following modifications are made. The trtle of the order 1ssued on Aprrlﬁ P f‘ :

3, 2002 is hereby replaced with “First Interim Order.” Further footnote 97 appearmg on page 35 :,' “i’f S

of the order is modified such that the date ap earing at the end of the crtatlon is changedA from o e

“Jun. 30, 2001” to “Jun. 30, 2000.”

Attached to this Erratum of April 3, 2002 First Initial Order are a corrected title pageand ' ;“ ;

page 35. These corrected pages are specifically inCorporated by ‘this referenee and shall be L

substituted into the First Initial Order issued on April 3, 2002.

" Approved for entry on this ___ day of June, 2002, by:

K. David Waddell, Executive s‘_ecfﬁaty
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for ILECs in Tennessee to expand a CLEC’s existing collocation arrangement in} order to enable |

line sharing for a CLEC data carrier’s customer.

Sprint/United did not propose any provisioning intervals. ~ From ‘BellSouth’s ’j:"‘:j : .

interconnection agreement with Covad, BellSouth states:

211 BellSouth will initially provide access to the HUNE [High Frequency
Portion of the Line Sharing UNE] within the following intervals:
Beginning on June 6, 2000, BellSouth will return a Firm Order
‘Confirmation (“FOC”) in no more than two (2) business days. BellSouth
will provide Covad with access to the HUNE as follows:

2.11.1 For 1-5 lines at the same address within three (3) business
~ days from the receipt of Covad’s LSR [Local Service
Request]; 6-10 lines at the same address within 5 business
days; and more than 10 lines at the same address is to be
negotiated. BellSouth and Covad will re-evaluate these
intervals on or before August 1, 2000.%

In response to an Authority data request, BellSouth clarified its position on prbvisioning S |

intervals as follows: 1) for 1-5 Plain Old Telephone Service (“POTS”) lines without Netwdrk pib A

Interface Device (“NID”) or Synchronization-at-NID, BellSouth provisions the line sharing UNE ‘

in 3 business days; 2) for 1-5 POTS lines with NID or Synchronization-at-NID, BellSouth

provisions the line sharing UNE in 4 business days; 3) for 6-14 POTS and Centrex lines with or 1 o

without NID or Synchronization-at-NID, BellSouth provisions the line sharing UNE in 5 |
business days; and 4) for more than 14 lines, the installation process follows guidelines of a
negotiated project.98 The provisioning intervals proposed here are for a data rate of 1.5 Mbps X
256 Kbps. For higher data rates, BellSouth proposes a minimum of 5 business days.99 Fﬁrther,

BellSouth states that it does not have an ADSL unit, but instead, provisions BellSouth - k

9 BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.’s Notice of Filing, Attachment ‘4. Amendment to the Interconnection
Agreement Between Dieca Communications, Inc. d/bla Covad Communications Company and BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc., Section 2.11 (Jun. 30, 2000). 3 ~
Zz See BellSouth’s Response to the Staff’s Data Request, Item 2 (Aug. 6, 2001).

See id. ‘
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